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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1. This action is responsive to an amendment filed on 03/01/05. Claims 1-7, 9-19 and 21-35 
are pending. Claims 25-35 have been added 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-7, 9-19 and 21-24 have been considered 
but are moot m view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-4, 6, 7, 9, 10, 13-16, 18, 19, 21, 22, 32 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Gregorek et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,557,658) in view of 
Casellini (U.S. Patent No. 6,404,860). 

Regarding claims 1 and 13, Gregorek teaches establishing a first call link betw^een the 
called party device and a first calling party device (abstract; col.3, lines 61-67, col.4, lines 1-29, 
col.8, lines 26-67, coL9, lines 1-4). 

Gregorek further teaches receiving a call request to the called party from a second calling 
party (abstract; col.3, Unes 61-67, col.4, lines 1-29, col.8, lines 26-67, col.9, lines 1-4, col. 15, 
lines 32-56). 
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Gregorek further teaches placing the first call link on hold (abstract; col.4, lines 4-8, 
col.15, lines 32-56, col.l6, lines 20-45). 

Gregorek further teaches accepting the call request from the second calling party device 
to establish a second call link between the called party device and the second calling party device 
(abstract; coL3, lines 61-67, coL4, lines 1-29, col.8, lines 26-67, col.9, lines 1-4, col. 15, lines 32- 
56, col 16, lines 20-45), 

Gregorek further teaches causing, through signaling the switch 22 (i.e., selective 
activation) by the user of the called party device, an announcement to the first calling party 
device, the step of causing an announcement to the first calling party device comprising one of a 
plurality of customized announcements (i.e., predefined messages) using an input mechanism 
associated with the called party device while the called party is in communication with the 
second calling party, whereby the user of the called party device can communicate information 
to a user of the first calling party device without interrupting communications with a user of the 
second calling party device (abstract; col.3, lines 61-67, col4, lines 1-29, col.8, lines 26-67, 
col.9, hnes 1-4, col.l5, lines 32-56, col.l6, lines 20-45, col.l9, line 53-col.20, line 14; 
'announcement' reads on the claim 'message to be transmitted'). 

However, Gregorek does not specifically teach "the step of causing an announcement to 
the first calling party device comprising the step of the user selecting one of a plurality of 
predefined messages". Casellini teaches the step of causing an announcement to the first calling 
party device comprising the step of the user selecting one of a plurality of predefined messages 
(fig.4A-6; col.3, lines 64-67, col.4, lines 1, 2,, 14-27, 42-67, col. 1-22, 25-40). Thus, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
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Gregorek to allow the step of causing an announcement to the first calling party device 
comprising the step of the user selecting one of a plurality of predefined messages as taught by 
Casellini. The motivation for the modification is to have doing so in order to give the caller a 
personal message fi-om a called party. 

Regarding claims 2, 14 and 26, Gregorek teaches the message instructing the user of the 
first calling party device to hold (abstract; col.3, hnes 61-67, col.4, Unes 1-29, col.8, lines 26-67, 
col.9, lines 1-4, col.l5, lines 32-56, coL16, lines 20-45). 

Regarding claims 3, 15 and 27, Gregorek teaches the message instructing the user of the 
first calling party device that the call link to the called party device will be disconnected 
(abstract; col.3, lines 61-67, col.4, lines 1-29, col. 16, lines 20-45). 

Regarding claims 4, 16 and 28, Gregorek teaches the message automatically causing the 
first call link to be terminated (fig.3; col.4, lines 1-29, col. 11, lines 60-67, col. 12, lines 1-5, 
col. 15, lines 32-56, col 16, lines 20-45). 

Regarding claims 6, 18 and 30, Gregorek teaches that the first calling party device to be 
connected to a message generator associated with the user of the called party device (col.4, lines 
1-29, col.9, lines 46-54, col. 15, lines 32-56, col. 16, lines 20-45; 'message generator' reads on the 
claim 'messaging system'). 

Regarding claims 7, 19 and 31, Gregorek teaches the message comprising a prerecorded 
voice message (col.l 1, lines 16-31, col. 15, lines 32-56, col. 16, lines 20-45). 

Regarding claims 9, 21 and 32, Gregorek fails to teach "generating a text message using 
an input mechanism associated with said called party device". Casellini teaches generating a text 
message using an input mechanism associated with the called party device (abstract; fig. 6; col.4. 
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line 41 -col. 5, line 40). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Gregorek to allow generating a text message using an 
input mechanism as taught by Casellini. The motivation for the modification is to have the 
generation in order to provide transmitted characters which make up the body of a message. 

Regarding claims 10, 22 and 33, Gregorek fails to teach "converting said text message to 
speech". Casellini teaches converting the text message to speech (col.5, lines 17-21). Thus, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify Gregorek to allow converting the text message to speech as taught by Casellini. The 
motivation for the modification is to have the conversion in order to produce audio message for 
the caller. 

Regarding claim 25 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claim I. Furthermore, Gregorek teaches a first calling party station (i.e., first remote telephony 
device) (abstract; col. 3, lines 61-67, col.4, lines 1-29). 

5. Claims 5, 17 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gregorek et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,557,658) in view of Casellini (U.S. Patent No. 6,404,860) 
further in view of Rogers et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,946,386). 

Regarding claims 5, 17 and 29, Gregorek in view of Casellini does not specifically teach 
"said message instructs said user of said first calling party device to leave a message". Rogers 
teaches that the message instructs the first calling party device to leave a message (col. 13, lines 
40-44). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Gregorek in view of Casellini to allow message instructing the 
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user of the first calling party device to leave a message as taught by Rogers. The motivation for 
the modification is to have doing so in order to store the message for the later retrieval. 

6. Claims 11, 23 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gregorek et al (U.S. Patent No. 5,557,658) in view of Casellini (U.S. Patent No. 6,404,860) 
further in view of Tatchell et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6, 160,877). 

Regarding claims 1 1, 23 and 34, Gregorek in view of Casellini does not specifically teach 
"call links between said called party device and said calling party devices are established through 
a packet-switched communications network". Tatchell teaches that the signaling link is 
established through a packet switched network (col.6, lines 51-60; 'signaling link' reads on the 
claim 'call links between said called party device and said calling party devices' and 'packet 
switched network' reads on the claim 'packet-switched communications network'). Thus, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify Gregorek in view of Casellini to allow call links be established through a 
packet-switched communications network as taught by Tatchell. The motivation for the 
modification is to have the packet-switched communications network in order to carry data in the 
form of packets. 

7. Claims 12, 24 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gregorek et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,557,658) in view of Casellini (U.S. Patent No. 6,404,860) 
further in view of Tatchell et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,160,877) further in view of Zhakov et al. 
(U.S. Pub. No. 2003/0021264). 

Regarding claims 12, 24 and 35, Gregorek in view of Casellini further in view of Tatchell 
fails to teach "call links are established using an Internet Engineering Task Force (IETF) Session 
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Initiation Protocol (SIP)". Zhakov teaches that call links are established using a Session Initiation 
Protocol (SIP) (page no. 3, paragraphs 0034-0035; 'Session Initiation Protocol (SIP)' reads on the 
claim 'an Internet Engineering Task Force (IETF) Session Initiation Protocol (SIP)'). Thus, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify Gregorek in view of Casellini further in view of Tatchell to allow call links be 
estabUshed using a Session Initiation Protocol (SIP) as taught by Zhakov. The motivation for the 
modification is to have the Session Initiation Protocol for creating, modifying and terminating 
communication sessions with one or more participants. 

Conclusion 

8, The prior art made of record and not reUed upon is considered pertinent to appUcant's 
disclosure: Burg (U.S. Patent No. 6,219,413) teach Apparatus and method for called-party 
telephone messaging while interconnected to a data network and Moore et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
6,724,872) teach PersonaUzed messages over Internet call waiting, 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earUer communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Md S. Elahee whose telephone number is (571) 272-7536. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon to Fri from 8:30am to 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor. Fan Tsang can be reached on (571) 272-7547. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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